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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 15 December 2000 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)KI This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) |EI Claim(s) 1-6 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1^6 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) £3 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

1 1) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) Q The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)Q Some*c)D None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* see the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) 

1 ) £<] Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Information Disclosure Statement 

1. The listing of references in the specification is not a proper information disclosure 
statement. 37 CFR 1.98(b) requires a list of all patents, publications, or other information 
submitted for consideration by the Office, and MPEP § 609 A(l) states, "the list may not be 
incorporated into the specification but must be submitted in a separate paper." Therefore, unless 
the references have been cited by the examiner on form PTO-892, they have not been 
considered. 

2. The listing of references in the specification fails to comply with 37 CFR 1 .98(a)(2), 
which requires a legible copy of each U.S. and foreign patent; each publication or that portion 
which caused it to be listed; and all other information or that portion which caused it to be listed. 
It has been placed in the application file, but the information referred to therein has not been 
considered. 

Drawings 

3. The subject matter of this application admits of illustration by a drawing to facilitate 
understanding of the invention. Applicant is required to furnish a drawing under 37 CFR 1.81. 
No new matter may be introduced in the required drawing. 
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Claim Objections 

4. The lack of numbering for the claims is not in accordance with 37 CFR 1 .75(f) which 
states if there are several claims, they shall be numbered consecutively in Arabic numerals. 

Unnumbered claims have been renumbered claims 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and~6. 

5. A series of singular dependent claims is permissible in which a dependent claim refers to 
a preceding claim which, in turn, refers to another preceding claim. 

A claim which depends from a dependent claim should not be separated by any claim 
which does not also depend from said dependent claim. It should be kept in mind that a 
dependent claim may refer to any preceding independent claim. In general, applicant's sequence 
will not be changed. See MPEP § 608.01(n). 

It was difficult for the examiner to ascertain if each of the claims was written to be 
independent or if claims 2-6 were written to be dependent upon claim 1 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§112 

6. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as containing subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
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It was difficult for the examiner to ascertain the scope of the invention from just reading 
the claims. The examiner was not able to understand the scope of the invention until the 
specification was read. Also, an attached note from the applicant states "I can email the MS 
word file it that is desired". It would have been helpful if the applicant had included some of the 
calculations for the formulas in the specification. 

The examiner recommends that the applicant review the following U.S. patents for 
understanding how the claims of an instant invention determines the patentability of an instant 
invention: USPN 6,175,761, Frankel et al., USPN 6038284, Hernandez-Guerra et al. and USPN 
6,038,283. Remember it is the claims of the instant invention that determines patentability not 
the specification. 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-6 are rejected as failing to define the invention in the manner required by 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph. 

The claim(s) are narrative in form and replete with indefinite and functional or 
operational language. The structure which goes to make up the device must be clearly and 
positively specified. The structure must be organized and correlated in such a manner as to 
present a complete operative device. The claim(s) must be in one sentence form only. Note the 
format of the claims in the patent(s) cited. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

9. Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Hughes (USPN 
5,754,622). 

Regarding claim 1, Hughes discloses a process of verifying the dose delivered to the 
patient by computing the value of the dose and the dose distribution to the patient from measured 
radiation fields applied to the patient, the measured fields calibrated to the patient in absolute 
units that can be determined and displayed for comparison with the dose prescription (col. 4, 
lines 34-40). 

Regarding claim 2, Hughes discloses that the image is captured of each radiation field 
and is applied to the patient (col.4, lines 46-48). 

Regarding claim 3, Hughes discloses that the image is calibrated in units that can be used 
to calculate the dose to a patient (col. 4, lines 52-58). 

Regarding claim 4, Hughes discloses an electronic computer that processed the calibrated 
field images with a program to convert the images and to defined the orientation of images (col. 
4, lines 38-45). 

Regarding claim 5, Hughes discloses an electronic computer that computed the dose and 
the dose distribution to the patient (col. 4, lines 34-40) using the measured field images after 
defining the input fluence for each radiation beam (col. 5, lines 49-55). 

Regarding claim 6, Hughes discloses that the resultant dose computed by the program is 
used to verify and to quality control the treatment applied to the patient or to quality control the 
treatment that will be applied to the patient (col. 5, lines 57-61). 
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Conclusion 

10. An examination of this application reveals that applicant is unfamiliar with patent 
prosecution procedure. While an inventor may prosecute the application, lack of skill in this Held 
usually acts as a liability in affording the maximum protection for the invention disclosed. 
Applicant is advised to secure the services of a registered patent attorney or agent to prosecute 
the application, since the value of a patent is largely dependent upon skilled preparation and 
prosecution. The Office cannot aid in selecting an attorney or agent. 

Applicant is advised of the availability of the publication "Attorneys and Agents 
Registered to Practice Before the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office." This publication is for sale 
by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 
20402. 

It is highly recommended that the applicant acquired the services of a patent counselor 
for this instant invention. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Therese Barber whose telephone 
number is (703) 306-0205. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 
8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Kim can be reached on (703) 305-3492. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 746-4857 for regular 
communications and (703) 308-7722 for After Final communications. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-4900. 



January 25, 2002 , clavid Porta 

Primary Examiner 




